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REMARKS /ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-22 were pending. Claims 14-22 were withdrawn. By 
the foregoing amendment, claims 1, 5, 9, and 10 are amended, 
claims 8, 14-16, 19, and 21 are canceled, and claims 23-28 are 
added. The canceled claims were canceled to avoid excess claim 
fees and not for patentability reasons or as a disclaimer of 
subject matter. 

Claim 5 was objected to. The word "so" had been included to 
emphasize that the identified bonding in claim 5 was the same 
bonding as in claim 1. Nevertheless, the claim has been amended 
as suggested. 

Claims 1-13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious and unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,313,885 of 
Winston in view of U.S. Patent No. 1,990,421 of Taylor. 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Winston discloses a basic plate (e.g., for printing the 
letters "XYZ" ) . Taylor discloses paper with a preprinted 
pattern. The exemplary patterns involve two sets of parallel 
lines crossed at right angles to each other. Page 1, col. 2, 
lines 1-2. Although Taylor was asserted as having the claimed 
two pluralities of surfaces, no specific elements of Taylor were 
identified as the respective pluralities. From the drawings of 
Taylor, it would appear that only a single group of lines are 
present in any direction (e.g., the two orthogonal sets in FIGS. 
1 and 2 thereof would have no phase relationship and would be 
neither in-phase nor out-of -phase) . The cited Taylor text is no 
more informative in this regard. The asserted motivation to 
combine was "in order to print a pattern having straight lines." 
Office action, page 3, fourth paragraph. However, no citation 
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has been made for that motivation. No citation has been made as 
to why one or ordinary skill in the art would attempt any 
modification of Winston. 

Accordingly, the lack of a suggestion to combine clearly 
argues in favor of the patentability of claim 3. The lack of the 
first and second pluralities and the out-of -phase relationship 
further indicates the patentability of claim 4. 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, the Office action asserted that 
it would have been obvious "to space the print surfaces at 
whatever pitch was appropriate for the particular image to be 
printed." Office action, page 4, second paragraph. In addition 
to the lack of suggestion for the combination, there is no 
suggestion for the particular claimed spacings of former claim 8 
which has now been incorporated into claims 1 and 10. As is 
noted in the specification, this spacing and the subrange of 
claim 9 (see paragraph 003 5) are particularly advantageous for 
printing images to be viewed through a lenticular lens. The 
cited references lack a suggestion for such printing. 

Regarding the width specified in claims 11 and 12, the 
Office action stated that it would have been obvious "to provide 
the spacing and width in whatever size relationship would be 
appropriate for the particular image to be printed." Office 
action, page 5, paragraph 1. There is no citation for this 
conclusory assertion. An inspection of Taylor clearly indicates 
that a line thickness is substantially smaller than at least the 
claim 12 (see also claim 27) range. 

New dependent claim 23 identifies first and second images 
different in overall plan layout or shape. No such image 
combination Is suggested by the references. Dependent claim 24 
further identifies the overlaying of the first and second 
images. No such overlaying is suggested by the references. 
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Dependent claim 25 further identifies specific positioning 
of the raised print surfaces to achieve an effect when viewed 
through a lenticular lens. There is no suggestion for this in 
the references. 

Dependent claim 26 identifies that the images, when so 
alternatingly viewed through a lenticular lens, appear to be a 
single object changing condition. For example, the specification 
gives examples of a bird flapping its wings and an eye winking. 
There is no suggestion for this in the references. 

Dependent claim 28 identifies the particular combination of 
raised surfaces wherein the first plurality of raised surfaces 
are configured for printing an image for achieving a particular 
effect when viewed through a lenticular lens and a second 
plurality of raised surfaces are configured for producing a 
second image not achieving that effect. For example, the first 
image could appear and disappear while the second image is 
constant. There is no suggestion for this combination in the 
references . 

New claims 23 and 24 are supported by paragraph [0043] 
(middle) . New claims 25 and 26 are supported by paragraph [0043] 
(middle to end) . New claim 27 is supported by paragraph [0032] 
(last sentence) . New claim 28 is supported by claim 14 as-filed. 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that the pending claims are 
in condition for allowance and requests reconsideration and 
further examination of the present application. Please charge 
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any fee or deficiency or credit any overpayment to the Deposit 
Account of record. 



Respectfully submitted, 



BY. 



William B. Slate 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 37,238 
Tel: (203) 777-6628 
Fax: (203) 865-0297 

Date: April 21, 2005 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient 
postage aj^frst class mail in an envelope addressed to: "Mail Stop Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. 
14S0 /Vt^^ri^ VA 223 \)" on April 7J$S& 

(Antoinette Sullo" 
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